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REMARKS 

The following remarks, taken together with the claim amendments listed herein, are 
ptouded in i espouse to the Offke Action communication dated Febman. \ 20 1 o nhetein the 
shortened statutory penod foi jesponse e spired on Mas 3, 20 10 AccoidmgK, Applicant 
petitions heiewith ibi a one-month extension of tunc 

( pon teeeipt of the present Otllee Action, \pphoant s claims 1^-17, !°-22 and ^7 weie 
pending m the subject application ( lasms 15-17, 1V-22 and 57 curientK stand /ejected undei 35 
I Sf i; i 12, second paiasuaph, as bemy indefinite 

In \tev-. of the fotegumg, applicant submits the following rematks wheietn die 
l'\amtnei's j ejection js respectful I \ tia\eised 

Rejection of Claims under 35 t.S.C § 1 I 2 

Claims 1^-17 10-22 and s7 curremK stand /ejected undei 3 s f SC <?112, second 
patagtaph, as being indefinite lot ailcs/cdK fading to paiticulath pn/nt out and chsuncth claim 
the subject madei which Applicant ie<a.a/ds as the /mention 

On page J of the present Office \ction, \ppl scant was invited to contact the £ \ammer to 
resohe the io/egotng rejection <)S upon resolution, the l\anuneT indicated that the claims <ne 
otheiw/se m condition for allowance \pplicant made multiple attempts to contact the f \ammei 
on \piil Is, 20 j 0 {\ta telephone) \pril 10, 2010 (vjd e-mail) and Apul 2^ f\ia telephone and 
voicemati) 1 nfortunateK \p pi leant has been unsuccessful in these attempts to contact the 
Pxaminer m iiidei to discuss pioposaK foi lesohmg the aloiemeutioncd i ejection 

\\ tthoiu conceding the pi option of the t ejection and soieK to advance ptosea/tion of the 
claimed /mention, \pplicant has p/oposed furthei amending the iele\arU claims, as j effected 
nndet the heading 'lasting oft hums" beginning on page 2 ol this paper, to moie death tecite 
the steps heme pcrfo/mcd b\ the claimed f mention 

\ppiicant also submits that independent clasm ^7 is presented as a Beauregard claim, 
which is clear horn the pieamble language ol the claim Theie is no mention of a "computet 
sssteuf m the steps zccitcd iii the corresponding limitations of claim ^7 AeaudmgS\ . the 
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foregoing rejection of claim 57 under 35 U.S.C. § i 12, second paragraph, is improper and without 
standing. 

In view of the foregoing amendment and remarks. Applicant submits that these claims are 
in compliance with the requirements prescribed under 35 U.SC. §U2. second paragraph. 
Accordingly, Applicant respectfully requests that the rejection of claims 15-17. 19-22 and 57 
under 35 U.S. C §1 12, second paragraph, be withdrawn and that the application be permitted to 
proceed to allowance. 

Examiner Misstatements & Request for Reconsideration of Applicant's Election 

On page 2 of the present Office Action, the Examiner states that '"Applicant's election 
without traver.se of Group II in the reply filed II 16 2009 /.> acknowledged.'" 

Applicant respectfully submits that the foregoing statement is not an accurate 
representation of the election and corresponding remarks provided in the reply filed on 
November 16, 2009 and, as such, requests that the Examiner acknowledge the following 
statements to correct the prosecution record. 

(1) Applicant elected Group I (i.e . claims 15-17, 19-22 and 57).. 
not Group H (i.e., claims 25-27, 29-32 and 58). for further 
examination on the merits; and 

(2) Applicant's election of Group I was made with traverse 

Applicant further submits, as previously asserted in the reply filed November 16, 2009, 
that the aforementioned restricted groups of pending claims have both undergone substantive 
examination. As such, there is no burden on the Examiner in continuing examination of both 
groups of claims as previously presented. Moreover, independent claims i and 57 (classified 
under Group 1) and independent claims 25 and 58 (classified under Group 11) are directed at 
analogous subject matter and have limitations that are substantially the same, respectively, in 
scope. 

In view of the foregoing. Applicant kindly requests that the Examiner reconsider the 
election and corresponding remarks made in the reply filed on November 16. 2009. 
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Conclusion 

For at least the reasons set forth above, this patent application, as amended, is now in 
condition for allowance. Reconsideration and prompt allowance of this patent application are 
respectfully requested. 

If it will advance the prosecution of this patent application, the Examiner is urged to 
telephone (97;?. 597. 6326) Applicant's undersigned representative. All written communications 
should continue to be sent to the address provided below 



Respectfii ily subm itted, 

i owenstem Sandlei PC 
o5 Liwntiston Asenue 
Rosdand" \ I O70o8 



Dated: May 26, 2010 B\ s DaudToma 



Da\id Tuma. Lsq 
Att<>me\ for Applicant 
lieu \o 5~380 



